This special issue of The Social History of Alcohol and Drugs has its origins in work presented to the Economic and Social Research Council (ESRC ) Intoxicants and Intoxication in Cultural and Historical Perspective (IICHP)
Network (www.intoxesrc.org): a group of scholars interested in "gain [ing] some perspective on the nature and scope of intoxicants and intoxication as enduring and ubiquitous social and cultural phenomena, by bringing together scholars whose interests and expertise range across disciplines, geographies and time periods." 1 The three-year network was established and convened by two early-modernist historians with an interest in the field, Phil Withington (then at the University of Leeds, but since relocated to the University of Cambridge) and Angela McShane (Victoria and Albert Museum/Royal College of Art), and was financed by the ESRC, with additional support from the V&A, and the University of Cambridge Faculty of History.
The network succeeded in bringing together more than a hundred researchers in the social sciences and humanities, law and medicine, formalising and crystallising connections between them and encouraging further engagements and collaborations. Over fifty papers were presented altogether, in three workshops held at the V&A between in 2008 and 2009, and in a final three day conference held at Christ's College, Cambridge in 2010. The range of papers printed here only partially reflects the broad interests of the wider network, which also heard papers on topics from deep time through to the present day and, in addition to the geographical range presented here, on Eastern Africa, Denmark, Sweden, Germany, Switzerland, France, the Netherlands, Ireland, Italy, India, Russia, Hong Kong and China -as well as archaeological papers which took truly global perspectives. Even the many papers that focused on England travelled around: London, Liverpool, Nottingham, Newcastle, Southampton, Stoke-on-Trent. Moreover, the network has lived on beyond these meetings, helping to shape a seminar series on "Spaces of Drink" for the London Group of Historical Geographers seminar at the University of London's Institute of Historical Research in 2010, and a three-day workshop on "Intoxication: Problematic Pleasures," jointly convened by the IIHCP network and Cambridge Socio-Legal Group in 2011. It has also sparked off a related group, the Warwick Drinking Studies Network at Warwick University, which holds annual symposia. In addition, several members of the network (including Withington and McShane, the two convenors, plus James Nicholls and James Kneale) were asked to give written and/or oral evidence to the Parliamentary Health Select Committee in 2009 as it debated alcohol policy, with this evidence influencing the Committee's First Report, published in 2010.
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This special issue, then, co-edited by a multi-disciplinary team -a seventeenth century cultural historian and a nineteenth century historical geographer -is one of the fruits of this intensely stimulating and enjoyable series of meetings, while The Social History of Alcohol and Drugs seemed a natural place to publish papers from the network. 3 Six of the eight papers published in this special issue were originally presented in one of the network's workshops (James Nicholls) or at the 2010 conference (Dan Malleck, Scott Martin, Miriam Kingsberg, Deborah Toner, Jane McGregor and Virginia Berridge). The remaining papers were meant to be presented at one of these events but their authors were unable to present as planned (Julia Skelly, Simon Heap).
Chronologically, these papers focus tightly on the theme and period of "modernity" from the late eighteenth to the twenty-first centuries. The writers are historians, whose specialisms range across cultural, political, medical, social and art history. Read together, this creates an illuminating dialogue between approaches that, for example, draw out contemporary discourses, both printed and private; offer comparative readings of the built environment, or historicise treatment programmes and policy initiatives. Despite these key differences, however, the papers share a main preoccupation, which is to uncover and evaluate the multi-valent attempts by authorities -governmental, religious, moral and social -to regulate and control intoxicant consumption, and from the later nineteenth century, the control and treatment of the incidence of "addiction": all in the name of the "modernisation" of states and subjects.
The impressive variety of voices we hear in these papers are almost all those who are, or claim to be, voices of authority: colonial powers, local rulers, politicians, policy makers, army officers, police, jurists, social moralists, temperance campaigners (male and female), churchmen, missionaries, doctors and journalists. More rarely, the voices of traders, recovering addicts or reformed abusers emerge. Virtually all these figures were convinced by, or were defined by their ability to conform to, the "modern" idea that intoxica-tion was a legal and medical problem; one that endangered social order and held back the cultural and industrial progress of the state but that could be solved (or at least ameliorated) through legislative and treatment programmes. As Scott Martin puts it, the period saw an "emergence of new medical, scientific, and legal efforts to define intemperance as a social problem that could be ameliorated through medical, legal, and institutional means." 4 Together, these essays explore and explode a key modernist myth that characterised mass consumption of alcohol and other intoxicants as the inevitable cause of social ills. This myth effectively screened and screens states or societies from the responsibility of dealing head-on with those social ills, by focussing on symptoms and attaching blame to an outside but uncontrollable (yet, interminably controlled) force: the intoxicant. The ability to demonstrate control over intoxicants has long been seen as a benchmark, indicating progress towards the "civilisation" of a society or an individual, while, by contrast, subjects or citizens who render themselves vulnerable to intoxication or addiction, inevitably regress into brutality -as in the case of the Canadian Rubby (who we will meet shortly) -and deservedly forfeit all call to social sympathy. 5 Yet, as we see in McGregor and Berridge's Nottingham example, "the problem" of alcohol addiction could be defined as being a secondary and an unnecessary corollary to wider problems of poverty and homelessness -of societal, rather than personal, inadequacy. This local insight, however, fell foul of national directives that sought first to medicalize and marginalize the alcoholic and second, to retain the power of moral discourse behind which to hide a failure to deal with social ills. 6 Geographically, the papers in this special edition range across the continents of Europe, Africa, the Americas and Asia, covering the states of Mexico, Japan and Taiwan, Nigeria, Canada, the US, and the UK. The wide reach of these papers allows us to show how thinking geographically about histories of alcohol and drugs can be enormously productive, however, there is more to geography than the location of issues or topics (or archives). Attempting to divide spaces into different categories is inevitably arbitrary because the functions and meaning of sites are multi-valent; what might look like a site of production might simultaneously be a site of consumption (a brewery that partly pays its workers in beer, which is then drunk on the premises, for example). Similarly regulation is present in, and in fact helps to constitute, many sites of production and consumption. Modern intoxicants were highly mobile, and were often held to be transformative not only of individuals but of social norms and situations. In consequence of this we should never lose sight of the ways in which intoxication entered into and transformed spaces at many different scales. Nevertheless, considering spaces in this way has some heuristic value. So we might think, first, about economic or business histories of production that trace the multiple places in which psychoactive substances are made (poppy fields, laboratories, domestic kitchens), as well as all of those sites connected by distribution networks (ships' holds, bonded warehouses, merchants' cellars) and the locations of the institutions that intervene in these trades (coast guards and border patrols as well as centralised bureaucracies).
Secondly, histories of consumption have their own geographies, reflecting local, national, international or imperial cultures and practices. These are cut across by gendered, class-based and racialised customs and expectations which restrict consumption to certain groups and individuals, and of course customs shift, as do as long-consumed substances, which may be mixed in with newer intoxicants. Different practices of hospitality and sociability associated with intoxication are found in private homes and public places, and these too have their own complicated histories and geographies. Compare the fate of table-service in the UK and the rest of Europe over the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, for example; it is ubiquitous in many European drinking places but rare in British pubs. This difference is nothing to do with the layout of these spaces, as the bar-counter seems to have been employed in Britain and France at about the same time. 7 A third set of histories and geographies are concerned with regulation. Prohibition is only the starkest form of regulation, imposing controls over particular substances within a specified territory. In a broader sense licensing can specify not only who is allowed to consume the licensed substance, and when and where they may consume it, but also who may produce it, its quality and form, and how it may be moved, sold and stored. Because many forms of licensing concern space and the use that is made of it, many sites licensed for the sale and/or consumption of alcohol or drugs often place restrictions on the presence or uses of other persons and things beyond the retailer or consumer: rules on the architecture and design of the site, restrictions on music, gambling or gaming, and so on. Finally, there are also significant spatial aspects of histories of opposition to, or concern over, intoxication. Temperance and reform movements have often been unevenly distributed. For example, in England in the middle of the nineteenth century the North was strongly teetotal while the South was dominated by moderationists; ideas and activists criss-crossed the Atlantic, making the campaign for prohibition a genuinely international effort. Medical interest in and concern over intoxicants was similarly concentrated in some sites and absent from others, and these geographies often depended on the emerging relationships between medicine, the state and other institutions. 9 Clearly when critics sought to locate problematic intoxication they tended to focus on key sites of consumption, both licensed spaces, like pubs, taverns, and cafes, and unregulated sites, like the home. "Saloon-wrecking" brought reformers' anger (and mallets) to bear on outlets, while prohibitionists sought to target the institutions that regulated these outlets: Parliament or the local licensing justices. 10 Approached geographically in this way, six of the eight papers in this special issue might be said to concern themselves in some way with spaces of regulation, and the regulation of alcohol and drugs in space. One of these papers consider one case where military authorities were cast in the role of the state, and in another the relationship between different regulatory bodies at local and national scales turns out to be of enormous significance. In contrast, the remaining two papers offer insights into geographies of concern over intoxicants.
There is some discussion of the geographies of production and distribution in Miriam Kingsberg's paper on the management of opium in Japan and Taiwan, as the state monopoly on supplying opium in the colony and then the metropole meant that Japan became involved in regulating the growth of poppies and the movement of opium, as well as the licensing of its retailers. But this paper really speaks to the way in which the "abstinent nation" (Japan) defined itself in opposition to its "addicted empire" (Taiwan), with strong, and at first total, prohibition of opium use on the home islands and a tightly regulated licensing of opium sellers and consumers in Taiwan. This allowed the elites of Meiji Japan to see themselves as modern, enlightened colonisers, free of the addictions that had weakened Quing China and ready to improve the lot of Taiwan, which became a site of regulatory experimentation. In this way the opium monopoly did more than control the consumption of this intoxicant; it helped to fashion an imagined geography of Japanese Imperial superiority. Deborah Toner's paper on drinking places and particularly the pulquerías of Mexico City c. 1780-1900 presents us with an interesting study of a licensing system that bears some similarity to those found in Europe or North America. Licensing sought to identify and control many spatial aspects of public drinking in the city. The locations of ordinary drinking places were considered to be less threatening in central city squares than in wealthier suburbs, although alterations to their physical form (three walls were to be removed to facilitate their supervision) and to the activities that were or were not permitted within them (the sale of food, music and dancing, etc), were additionally demanded. While many kinds of establishments existed, the idea that drinking places might encourage the mixing of different classes, ethnicities and nationalities persisted, giving further impetus to attempts to segregate the pulquerías from elite cafes and fashionable districts. These developments remind us of the awkward and contradictory relationships that existed between licensing and liberalism, often reflecting the tension between economic and social liberalisms, in many locations across the nineteenth-century world. 11 If Toner's paper develops a picture of "classically" liberal alcohol licensing, with its moral and geographical dilemmas -where premises should be sited, and how they should be laid out to balance an adequate level of supervision with the right kinds of consumption and sociality -the contributions from Dan Malleck and Simon Heap allow us to see how licensing systems evolve and how they fail. Malleck's investigation of the "Rubby" in Ontario, Canada, in the 1920s and 1930s, is principally concerned with exploring the historical use of the concept of addiction in relation to this figure. The fact that this form of consumption was seen as not just problematic but novel suggests that the Rubby was approached not as a drunk but as an addict, and as a pathetic figure as a result. 12 But Malleck also describes how the licensing system had to be extended to cover the sale of rubbing alcohol through the efforts of the Liquor Control Board of Ontario, which was spurred on by sensationalist reporting. Pharmacists and physicians who were licensed for the sale of alcohol for medicinal purposes were now allowed to sell rubbing alcohol. In this case the substance itself did not require licensing at first, but its mis-users, whose purchases were noted by dispensers, were seen as in need of supervision. Sites of consumption were marginal places, unlicensed because there was no legitimate place for the ingestion of this substance.
Simon Heap's paper examines the failure of licensing in Southern Nigeria in 1908-9. While imported liquor was an extraordinarily significant part of the colony's trade and state revenue, the introduction of a licensing system proved to be disastrous, resulting in boycotts lead by local rulers and the temporary withdrawal of Nigerians from the trade. What had been envisaged as a profitable extension of state control over both alcohol and drinkers became an embarrassing failure. Just as in Kingsberg's paper, the idea and practice of licensing became more than simply a tool of government; it offered a chance to redefine relationships between the local and colonial authorities. The outcomes were rather different, even though both the boycotts in Ibadan and Abeokuta and the attempts to offer independent treatment for Taiwanese addicts threatened colonial revenues. This reminds us that licensing does not simply reflect pre-existing political situations; it plays an active part in making and remaking them.
While Scott Martin's study of drinking and intoxication in the US Civil War does not concern licensing, it does tell a story of discipline and its failures, and offers an interesting parallel to the papers discussed above. While these armies did not have a licensing system, the existence of a liquor ration, the presence of alcohol in medical kits, and the regulation of access to the sutlers who supplied the camps all remind us that alcohol was carefully controlled by military authorities. The attempt to impose military discipline upon both armies was less than successful when it came to encouraging moderate drinking or sobriety, not least because of a lack of support for this amongst the officers as well as rival interpretations of the relationship between drink and manliness. Martin traces the many ways by which alcohol came to the troops through foraging, re-use, smuggling and less obvious means. The extraordinary lengths to which these men went to procure alcohol emphasises its importance to them, and their successes were often only discovered once they were inebriated. Another problem was that much of the drinking took place in liminal spaces that were out of the unit's control -while the army was in transit, or outside the camp or battlefield, on foraging missions. Jane McGregor and Virginia Berridge's paper traces the evolution of drink policy through a focus upon the city of Nottingham and its changing relationship with national alcohol policy in the UK from 1950 until 2007. Local medical authorities and individuals in Nottingham brought together local, na-tional and international developments in the treatment of alcoholism in order to tackle what they saw as Nottingham's alcohol problem, the "homeless alcoholic." Devising schemes for community care, they were, at times, out of step with national policy, as the disease theory and psychiatric models gave way to public health and population-based approaches. In the first decade of the twenty-first century alcohol became more closely associated with public order, again partly through an identification of Nottingham as an symbol of the problems of binge drinking and the 24-hour city; particular sites like this one came to define the national "crisis." McGregor and Berridge show how this city's alcohol policy and practice reflected changing relations between local and national authorities, but also between state and non-governmental institutions, and between medicine and social policy. Far from being certain, regulation is a highly complex and frequently provisional achievement; and here its geographies are clearly crucial.
Turning to our last category -geographies of opposition to intoxication -Julia Skelly's paper on gin palaces and the Crystal Palace provides a good example of the ways in which particular sites become the focus for these concerns. A number of texts and images demonstrate the similarities and differences that existed between these architectural sites, which were directly compared by a number of contemporaries (sometimes comparing gin palaces unfavourably to the Palace, at other times seeking to ensure that alcohol would not be sold at the Palace once it had moved from its original site in Hyde Park to Sydenham, and occasionally criticising both sites). Arguing that both kinds of "palace" became associated with a new visual and material culture that manufactured desire through the seductive aesthetics of plate glass and other design features, Skelly suggests that women were felt to be at particular risk of succumbing to these desires, and that these desires were particularly dangerous when they lead them into drinking places. While licensing does figure in this story, it plays a minor part in the wider narrative about establishing how women should act and feel in these new spaces.
Finally, James Nicholls' paper focuses upon a single text, published in London by the lawyer Basil Montagu in 1814. Nicholls' main purpose is to demonstrate that moderation and total abstinence, often assumed to be ideas brought to Britain from America from the late 1820s onwards, were in fact already key elements of British discussions of drink well before Montagu's book was published. Moreover this text, Some Enquiries into the Effects of Fermented Liquors, was actually a collection of other texts, which attempted to cover the breadth of discussions of drinking in medical, moral and other fields. In this sense it represents a site where different discourses came together, with its author at the centre of a network of authorities, some of whom were personal friends. But this network also has an international and transatlantic dimension, suggesting that some of the texts collected by Montagu could well have influenced American temperance writers and organisations. Established histories and geographies of the Temperance movement need to take account of this earlier stage of international influence, as these ideas were well-established in Britain in the eighteenth century. At the same time, Nicholls' text demonstrates how moral and medical discourses about drinking practices cannot be lined up in a neat linear progression -they need to be mapped across time and space, and this will sometimes mean finding new ways to tell these stories.
The papers in this special edition bring history and geography together by showing how, in developing the idea of the "modern" nation, a conceptual space was created by governing authorities and other authoritative voices, in which the place and meaning of intoxicants was ideologically mapped out. However, as these papers also show, there are many more ways than one of moving through a conceptual space. Together they challenge the narrative path that "modern" governments and moralists have sought to draw. We see here tales of reversals of policy, especially when governors come under the intoxicating influence of essential income from alcohol or narcotic consumption. We see policies based on notions of colonial and class superiority, that defined "the problem" of alcohol consumption only in terms of its effects on subaltern groups: the young; the female; the colonised; the socially inept.
While specific spaces were set apart as safe for the "civilised" consumption of socially acceptable intoxicants by modernised subjects, some people, and intoxicants, were denied entry or access to those spaces. The less "advanced" could be moved to the peripheries -their places materially depleted through the removal of furniture preventing the development of convivial and "civilized" practice enabled through sitting -or unacceptable intoxicants could be pushed beyond the perimeters of the nation: the inappropriately intoxicated (on opium or rubbing alcohol, for example), were denied the dignities of citizenship within those same perimeters. Where highly decorated and attractive places were accessible to all, these could be attacked as dangerous. Yet, these consistent attempts to regulate "non-progressive" practice consistently failed, as they came up against a much more powerful local and customary practice. Notably, we see here how intoxicants can operate as "weapons of the weak" -not because intoxication offers an escape from unbearable injustice or experience (since this is clearly not an aspect of intoxication that is class specific) -but because, by seizing control of manufacture or through voluntary abstinence for political reasons (as in Nigeria); or even by setting up treatment centres, as in Taiwan, governmental reliance on intoxicants as a financial prop of the state can be undermined by populations who, on the whole, are perfectly capable of regulating their own consumption practices.
These papers are arranged chronologically, but, read together, they show how we might move away from teleological ways of thinking, and instead consider relations across and between people, things and power in different spaces. They also demonstrate how crossing the boundaries of disciplinary space can enable some different ways of investigating the social and cultural contexts of intoxicants and intoxication; encouraging new conversations to take place between specialists from a whole range of different fields; making possible new modes of comparison, and new understandings of the role of intoxicants that might ultimately help in the shaping of global policy. The editors would like to thank the ESRC for its support for this edition, and in particular for funding some of the illustrations. We would also like to thank the SHAD editor Dan Malleck for his support and patience, and all our reviewers for their immensely thoughtful feedback.
